The conclusion of the statement of Lemma 2.3 needs to be amended. This a¤ects only the proof of Theorem 1.1 (a), and the original statement of Theorem 1.1 is correct. Thus only the second section of the paper is a¤ected. The revised part of the second section of the paper is given below. The following Lemma 2.1 0 is the original Lemma 2.3.
Lemma 2.1O. Let G be a totally imprimitive subgroup of FSymðWÞ, where W is infinite. Let a A W and let X be a proper subgroup of G such that jG a : X V G a j is finite. Then either X is an FC-group or G 0 c X . In the second case jG : X j is finite.
Proof. If X 1 < G 0 , then X 1 and hence also X is an FC-group by the first part of the proof of the original Lemma 2.3. So suppose that
which completes the proof. r Lemma 2.2O. Let G be a totally imprimitive subgroup of FSymðWÞ, where W is infinite. Let W be a non-FC-subgroup of G. Let X be a proper subgroup of W such that jW a : X V W a j is finite for some a A W. Let G b ¼ fwðbÞ : w A W g and let KerðbÞ denote the kernel of the action of W on G b for all b A W. Then either X is an FC-group or W 0 c X KerðbÞ for all b A W.
Proof. Assume that X is not an FC-group. Let b A W. Since G is transitive on W we see that jG a :
is finite by the hypothesis. It follows that (b) Suppose that any two proper subgroups of G generate a proper subgroup of G. Assume if possible that G contains a proper subgroup X which is not an FC-group. Let a A W and put S ¼ hX ; G a i. By hypothesis S < G and G 0 c S by Lemma 2.1 0 . But then S is transitive on W and so S ¼ SG a ¼ G, which is a contradiction. It follows that G is a minimal non-FC-group in this case. Conversely, if G is a minimal on FC-group, then it is barely transitive and so any two proper subgroups of G generate a proper subgroup by [5, Lemma 2.10] . This completes the proof of the theorem. r
